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10/694,243 
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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 




(1) D. L Jones. 


(3) 




(2) Kathrvn Wade. 


(4) 





Date of Interview: 18 December 2007 . 



Type: a)K Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)|E] No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: all pending claims . 

Identification of prior art discussed: n/a . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)£3 was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE . 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The Attorney and the Examiner discussed the restriction 
requirement. The Examiner stated that the restriction mailed 1 1/9/05 as it relates to the groups (e.g., I-V and VIII) 
being distinct should have been maintained since the issue is not one of unity of inveniton, but that you have multiple 
materially different products that may be used in the same process. As a result the groups require a separate search 
of the art. However, the Examiner did state that she had given Applicant the benefit of the doubt even in spite of the 
fact that the inventions are clearly distinct. In addition, the Examiner noted that from the very being, Applicant was 
advised of the necessary things needed to distinguish the inventions over the art and the fact that art was repeatedly 
cited over the broad claims. As a result, after the filing of the RCE, the Examiner is now faced with examining multiple 
distinct inventions of different scopes. Hence, in an attempt to advance prosecution and possibly obtain an allowable 
invention which is patentable, the restriction was deemed necessary, especially, since prior art is repeatedly being 
cited over the broad claims. One of the Attorney's response to the amending of the broad claims over which art is 
repeatedly cited is that this is being done, not to amend the claims to overcome the art, but to appease the Examiner. 
No agreement was reached. The Attorney did not offer a means as to how to advance prosecution such that the 
application may be eventually disposed of. The Examiner informed the Attorney that prior to the application being 
restricted, the Examiner sought assistance from a member of management. In addition, the Examiner directed 
Applicant's attention to page 16 of the specification which discloses some of the peptide sequences that are necessary 
components of the claims. As set forth on page 16, the sequences are clearly distinct from each other and require a 
separate search of the art. 
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The interview Summary Form shall be fllven an fPF"!*^" Z> 'rm te fllven to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 

The Form provides for recordation of the following Information: 

- Application Number(Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 
_ Name of examiner 

- Date of Interview 

rime of Interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) _ ennnp| t s 

" £ on Qttorne * or aaent ' eKam,ner " othar S !T 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed f f . ra , nature of the agreement (may be by 
substance of the interview. 

2) an Identification of the olalms discussed , . k ... 
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the examiner, lannd 

examiner to Check for Accuracy 



